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Abstract

Business English (BE) and English for Academic Purposes (EAP) both fall under the category of Eng-
lish for Specific Purposes (ESP), yet their intrinsic connection has not been fully explored. At the text-
book level, the question of whether BE textbooks possess academic nature serves as a crucial entry
point for clarifying the relationship between the two. This study took Business English Integrated
Course 4 (Student’'s Book) as a case, constructing a corpus of approximately 11,500 tokens based on
the main reading texts from the book’s 8 units. Utilizing VocabProfile and readability calculation mod-
els, a quantitative evaluation was conducted on the textbook from two dimensions: academic nature
and readability. The findings revealed that in terms of academic nature, the textbook achieved an Ac-
ademic Word List (AWL) percentage of 5.96%, indicating a lexical distribution pattern situated be-
tween general English and typical academic texts. Regarding readability, the texts demonstrated a
high level of cognitive challenge, with an average Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level (FKGL) of 14.2, an aver-
age sentence length of 26.7 words, and complex syntactic structures. Furthermore, the difficulty level
across the textbook’s units exhibited a wave-like distribution pattern, reflecting a “theme-driven” com-
pilation logic. The findings suggest that, at the level of lexical form, the textbook demonstrates a meas-
urable degree of academic lexical features. These findings hold important reference value for the
teaching practice and academic research of English for Specific Purposes.
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1. 5|8
1.1. AIRER

21 2 LUK, 1 E R RN EERE TR R, SHAMEANA 1075 R R A &, e H s S N
TR R IR G AR S MR I E S AA RN T RO R HEMRAR CEl SR AR
TR BT E bR i) (LR AR (EAR) )Bihfe i, S oaa Tk B AR A ERE . AR
I\ BT SR AE ) SRS AR E ST [1]. EX—hrdEFR SR, R %S 0B DR
—IEEFHRRNARRE, HriES e BRI AR E PR I IR RS, B A BUEE B 1
DR, Hon'S 5 iPE B 2 S —— B AU R AR RINE 5 2 ThAg, S b iR AL
5 B TR R

EAERRE, WAEIESFARIGER &L ] Hi& i (English for Specific Purposes, ESP)Tuly, —#
() I FE SRR EN W ARAF B 70 /0 R0, X — W 0 ) B B B S b MR 55 S0 1E B 19 S 5 P
i 2 BTG S BARE MO VE AN R 55 WA 2, X “BM R B REFARBMIE” W -FHHE 5 itk S
SRTEEPE” SO W R Z RO F b, WM FAREEREAEN S, WS IR O R
AirE S NG, EREEIMIE SRS T ARG OGN, HiBEFIE, JUHR2FAREICE
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B FRER RSO, I RSORERE, BERGGE T (ERR) Promii e “dLSEmis s 2407 5
“ENPERIRT RETH RUE L, BRI R 55 5 R IGE L RS AR SRR 2 I S T

SR, IR E YRS 55 S B B0 S S VR V57 AR B R 2 BRI OB S 8 I B 5
A B GE, shZ I T2 0E 5 AR R R T, SEGR BRI 5 E AR
ARGCERZ " BT 55 FARE EARBE TG TR M AT 7 S8R R, BEAE LA AL i N A G TR AR B TR I EER,
WICTE R 55 15 5 ARG MR FUR SR B S . UL R, DUBREIR S # N TR, REN
FIEEHM W AARNE 5 YR T R BALTAY, AMLRESRAN LA A A R i sk o,
RE Y I 1 55 9808 5 S RSB 1 A RIBAR B SIE MR, 3K CLRON 24 1T ESP U2 0T 785 £ T K 1
AT R

1.2. fiREIBESEHE

ARSI T i EAESNE BT IR . £ AR R0 (%5 ST 202 4) CRAE PR
HANSEHAT AT R " MR ATRHE RGO, o e A i 0
PR EEL2].

AT BT M I R, RS % TR, B SRR A 2 D FPIA
I‘Eﬂ Eﬂi!

1) FARMLERE: GBSO IR TR 5 BRI AR SR 4 15 KR L AL T
SR ARHE?

2) THEPEARIE: EHOE 0 A S SR TR R DU A IS 947 JCR A R T
S 2

M 2 LR, AT B AR B SR% 25 S0 O A A B 038 25 24
G AR 7 55 50 SO AR LR ST

2. XaksFd
2.1 BERXKXHNEURE

PPAN O ) S AR 75 1 2 o AR BE1E (English for Academic Purposes, EAP)HI454E . R4 Nation Al
Coxhead [¥1ial{L 2 3R, FEUEARI 43 v Aiinl « AR S HAR VAT R DU [3] [4]. F4H, Coxhead
(IR FR AL T — /N OB R AR UE . 2 ARIA] VAR SR 22 R SR R ) 78 75 2 (Academic Word List Percentage,
AWL Percentage)iffi 7 224 10%, 11l 75 /N3t 5558 F SCAR AR 1.4% . 13X — 2 25 [ 304 22 7 (10% vs 1.4%) ik
NIX BB RS 5 ARIER I EEIR bR . WIH R 55 SO HOM 1A AR o5 K, U LA R R 972
REFRIIEAT.

TER—DREE, ESHERSES WAL BAAE— R, (HXFCRIrIEgxt. —&im
5 FARNEEEMA TR A BN EARUIE S BT RE, 10 H#B0E A A AN 2 DU 8 iE
MBS MR R0, ELPREF A, XF RO RIEANBAG LR, HAAEREGIIMET .
Biltn, T80 BB A R AT DA T B RE i A R T AR AR, i b AR
EEINTH TR N ZIABRGFARE LR HE L.

IER L, ACIEFE AR B, AREESEASES NEINLIX 5. Bk, AR —
MR 45T AHIE 72 1) TAF I & X (working definition). BUATT 5, 18 5 a2 12 AR ME Al 44 B R
PR RS2 AN T, (HZREF H SR TS E TR, A SO O T @ S8 X ) 138 1 9518
I B S R IE . —, BIRNC R IR, A AR ANE R g5 R T8
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TEMAESE T, ASCHTHRR “SARW” BB SHAZmEAR M, STANBAGT K. i
Coxhead (2000, 2006) 7T 416, fEGiTHF R b, UFEAREE LW I, FARIEVCE B 2208 10%[1)
SO W S I SR R T (AR AR AL [4] [S]. BRI, SRR TS 55 A A SOy — R e v 4R
B, I DURHI SCARTE 1RV 2 @ 5 il 2 AR B 115 5 T URHE .

2.2. ETERENBMITETRITRK

RS T RGN B PGS T e TR . SRR oA 2 R B R, Rk
fls TR SR IR . T VERLEE T AUV U IR A SCA R, im0, B, A 5|
SETOAIL 1y B LR o

2.2.1. EIRSMAREITS

TEE PR I, Biber S5 # AR T SEHM 5 HLARES Z RN ES, RMTZBMIES
FEAE “ NEIRZE” 5 IEARRHEIRIG S M RR[6]. fEE P, 2R ARSI T MU TR RL 6] [ Py F2 i K2 %
BB AT T W, T8 o FOM TR 8 P 98 ) = B 1 B T AR R AR E W B, R
TR G HOME BRI X P R AR B AR R R AT, IWTITE — B FEE L2 T S 1 #1E T ae I RRSE R R [7] [8] -

222 BEEBRHMARNZ=A

KTEHATEBM R CEAFEE, (HE S IOE M I E WS R = . A2 %+
TERF T8 B 25 SCIR BB 400, B8 PR FE W BT e . AR E B 5T R 25 A AR ]2 o R T s
AN X AR B RRNEN E Kr 5 TE A AT AT B SR . AR IE R T AN —
TH, BB MR TR S T R MFEIR, GETE2 KIEE LREFRZ AR R
2.3. AIEMARKREEZRM I PR

SCAS AT R AT SR B 2 R I A e bR, LU SE R T AMZ LA VAR (LA
¥H)4 (Average Sentence Length, ASL)fr &) ATial Y X FE (DA 47 1A]H< (Average Word Length, AWLen) 8545 7]
T3 i 5 (Average Syllables per Word, ASW) 7 &).

2.3.1. BRAEEER

1) Flesch Reading Ease (FRE): 7;{H 0~100, Z7r#UbkEs 2. — MOk, ARG CAF5r £ 30~50 77,
AR T S5 RARBAAE 50~70 43

2) Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level (FKGL): ¥ SCASHEFE 36 4 4 55 [ 20 F 16 R FHKF. filin, FKGL=
12.0 B TF E 3L mrh BV AR B 5268 70 FKGL = 14.0 JUI% B 38 [ K 22 K.
2.3.2. BRSNS ERY

R Bailin F1 Grafstein 55535 P4 48 vl B2 A sURML T SCAR BIIR 2 7E ST AL I Sl (|
TE R HA R b, FKGL S84 b R LB W FIARHELL, I B R B E S I T H . 45
X T EAP #bf, AN A FEAAE SMES M R AR L IEAROG, B n e R AR 2 E A0
18[9].
3. MEWITMAZE
3.1. BN EEEE

AWFFIRE (PS5 IEZEEHAE 4) CFAEHP)R 8 Nt FE I (Text | 5 Text I ATERRIH.
PR AR AR
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1) SCRIRBUSIEYE: FIH OCR HABRMUCAR, 562 N TR SRR, HUR K AR TE SCHERE,
DR R R BRI SCAEAT A T4t LU BR OCR %2t K Gi A, WTT (T
AT 3 TR 07

2) PRMIRL RIS 8 ANSCA SR RN, MJB PR 11,500 ], SFHIRTK: 1442 i,
T PO R D R I BER (22 1),

Table 1. Basic information of reading texts in each unit

*® 1 BEMERTAELAERER

Lo P it JRAEE I AL uSETEC

Unit 1 What Makes Mainstream Media Mainstream Noam Chomsky AR VPR 3BT

Unit 2 The Great Seduction Andrew Keen AR AL LI

Unit 3 On National Prejudices Oliver Goldsmith e EIANSC

Unit 4 The Global Revival of Industrial Policy The Economist FEME T

Unit5 The Coming Trade Wars Jeffrey E. Garten bR 5% 5

Unit 6 Pressure Points Bill Powell s 2

Unit 7 The Thucydides Trap Graham Allison bR R L 5

Unit 8 The Struggle for Development Kofi Annan KRG
3.2. iRIA

AHE T E R A LN PR TR AT HE AT

1) Compleat Lexical Tutor (v.8)-VVocabProfile

© e AT M CARRENC AR . & ReR AT KRN H 3402508 K1 (& H 1000 ). K2
(VH I 1000 ). 27 A3 (Academic Word List, AWL)i] YAl A 41 N ia] I 2 3] 1 (Off-List) .

@ RHH: BOFRIEFARENCE w2 H 0, DA E ke I Bovt SCAFE )2 2 75 0 2R s
5 IR R E PR R -

A5 KA Vocab Profile (RIERINSHOR B AT IRIC ZRR5r,  DAORIESS SR ] L

2) Microsoft Word (Readability Statistics) & Online Readability Calculator

© Dife: WECRRTEAK PR (LR BEhiEA ).

@ RiF: HBEHAK FRE 2080/ FKGL, FF- 3P0 SCA I B Sk s

AR AR E Microsoft Word 5 Online Readability Calculator (13518, DL T Bif2, 2750k
AIEETE

PR TR I3 T2 4t Flesch S AXMA R, HitF@\AA & E— k.
3.3. WIRAHAIER

B 73 Mr o =B B

1) BRI K 8 ANEITIHISCA S SN Vocab Profile AR SePE A8, 0SB RS 22 AR
7 75 % (AWL Percentage). FRE {1 FKGL 1.

2) BARDHT: KA ARG IR, THREBAREM BTSSR .

3) BT FIH Excel £HI4T 26, WA Unit 1 3] Unit 8 B IHEARII R T, DL LG #0M 2w
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HER TG 18 P2t ) S s S R R R T -
4. BREWR
4L $RMSH
i3d VocabProfile XF KRR M, FATREN T (RS FBLE AL 4) MiAIC oA B (L& 2).

Table 2. Overview of lexical distribution in the textbook

= 2. ML SR

WL Z 5E XL Coxhead % RIUANRUE  ARBAFINE R H ghi
K1 Be% 1 1000 i 70%~75% 81.6% T EEARE IR, R AT
K2 55 2 /~H H 1000 14 5% 4.3% WA, FF& T
AWL 2RI F ~10% 5.96% B FARFHE
Off-List T ARIE/LH & 10%~20% 8.14% BER RS ARE
A AR S RN ST

1) AR 5 AL : KL T 555 58 81.6%, #EH T IEF AR SUARRIARHEX H] . IXRIPEM B &
I A AR PR T, R AR RIE S AR T, AT IR FLRE TR R TR S 1 ) AR

2) FARENCRIE R AEM: FARREICE SN 5.96%, /i Tl SCARS AR T Z 0], 4R
TR A ERE . 454 Unit 1 P institutional, doctrinal Z53F S E IR A, HMFREL T “HTES
Be” sens, fERPT UGB IREERIE SR, Y VIR AR TEE IR .

3) LA ARTEM B IR 8.14%01 Off-List 11 3 2 A% ORI S5 AR B . AT = L 1T A IAT
A SCHR, X —HIARHR A X UM BER TR B SRIRT , T B AT AT R B
BRERT, fFFEARRIE AT PR IE.

4.2. AR
GG RIS T MRS S BT EERSOKF(LE 3, D).

Table 3. Statistics of readability indicators for each unit

3. BERITANEM RS

BT PRI bt Flesch Reading Ease (0~100) FKGL  ~F¥H)K ()
Unit 1 What Makes Mainstream Media Mainstream 60.3 (Standard) 9.2 17.8
Unit 2 The Great Seduction 41.8 (Difficult) 12.2 19.5
Unit 3 On National Prejudices 17.38 (Very Difficult) 255 58.9
Unit 4 The Global Revival of Industrial Policy 38.8 (Difficult) 12.46 18.6
Unit 5 The Coming Trade Wars 38.5 (Difficult) 14.2 25.7
Unit 6 Pressure Points 38.0 (Difficult) 14.6 26.0
Unit 7 The Thucydides Trap 39.6 (Difficult) 13.7 23.9
Unit 8 The Struggle for Development 54.1 (Fairly Difficult) 114 23.2
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Figure 1. Trends of readability indicators across textbook units

1. M & BT AR R L HE S E

A AR S RN AT

1) BUEEMERE SNE T B 00 FKGL 508 14.2, “F¥RJKRN 26.7 1, FRE #1H 41.0, ¥4t
TR B—MEREME (RN RERIEHFSHNELE) hxtT “fEmPrE” Biae /g
[10]. ARAEZHELS, SBABYBLIBCEER G| S22 4 i B F SRR R WARIREM LI CER” , DLk
FRILIB R MY SHEAE PSR /7. PR, XM AR I SCAR G HE, SRR SRS R, 2
N TG A IS 5 2T ) B Mk B R R T R

2) H)EE . ASL ik 26.7 . LA Unit 3 On National Prejudices A, K3kl 18 404 i
BEZE, ANESSH RPN R Zett, H FKGL IAZ] 25.5, P& A 58.9 7], CAH 7L fF 4 i ik
SO AIRE S LR, X PR AR B R T 2 3 ) B RS, (H E A o 2 AR FR it
T Efm i B SHERS . EARE SR N L R .

3) MR BN St FKGL HUH Wn 20 M fE AR L 70 A« Unit 1 (9.2)#8 s BT 4%, Unit3 [l
SRS VEREZE, MEFEBESATH & 4 1hUAH (25.5); BlJ5 Unit 6 (14.6)75 BRIV 5 4 iy i e 115 850 140 A
BEORYERFE S0

AR IR AT R, FOM G A S R BN T AR LR 0 B IX 318 %, DL fRIE T %00 7 45 W0
PUBARREE, MHERIREHIE S, XL T SCRMILIECR 7 45 9608 205 ) NSOV 1 i BE R & 1R 4%
A,

4.3. ERMESAXEWRE

BHE DT RN, ZEM SORERNCIE RS F s E E R 5 A SCUUEUAR I ) & RFE

—5 T, FEENHFARMESMEE R ZERAEIRME: Unit 4 5 Unit 6 F2ARFENLE S RO T &4,
F 8 T H FKGL {H, UESE T 2R A 7 4510 Fe e P ) BBk IR SR, Unit 3 AE2ARIENC 7 i %
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Par
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EHRREOLT, FKGL AR, XRIGEK AN S RRIAERE, ERESCRNFIXER L e
Bl 7 Ra i AR

F—JrH, R NSRRI TERHE SR IEM 2 E Kofi Annan S5 BAT S BRI 7 (K1 4 4
o AR . m S IR philosophy,  ethics 254 G IFAl AT A8 4 AR AR AL PR R 555 I, A ZBEAT
AR R AIR LRSS, @ % T 55 I TR .

5. HER/R
KT FIRAMHTAERL, SO EAP HUMSCARBHIERG f I, H T B e
5.1. $tx#H

YT UM 5.96% ) ATV 78 o5 3R S e “RFGR” RSAE, HOM N R R — AR A R, B AT A R
B, 5 S AR ARG, . £ 3 PR Kk 26.7 (584 5 oc H it 50 17) B, #Om
AR ISR AE A I S, I 28 A B A T R AL B 2 A, A R A AR A
HIAAAT o

5.2. §t3FEE

1) SR IZ ] B 1 R R -

[ % Grade 14.2 (#4370 ik 25.5) IISCA, i I [ B — A AR R IR AT AT IR . 22 AR R R 2
PRI RE ST, PR 5 R 1 AR AR A, i R SCHEN Off-List Tl islil i & o

2) EESLEEARE

Coxhead (2000) 2 37 1) 2 A 37V 2 (Academic Word List, AWL) L& 570 MZ il d, &34 238 H s
RGBT 4] A TS BB AR 2 2] TR (W Quizlet), EE%HZF2R A B AT A
SO EIEAYUE, 4 HAERNBOCEN SORR) “B&FR 7, AR BN R0 A 1] o

53. StMBMEEE

BIRF IR A HEHME, (5 Unit 3 2] Unit 4 2 [8)3EREIRTE 1T e 2 2h 22 R A k@G B BN A, 13X Fh
AR LR M 1 HE B R IR (FKGL 9.2 — 25.5)i575 T Krashen (1985)f) “I + 17 % N FH 418 e gk iy 0], a7
RE2 PECAAE NG ROLE, B A1) @EBFEAKRKIMBIT b, AT DU G i 2 10 B 5t
BESGR BT PR AL 2 R, SROPIFIX —MEREBES . Ak, T LB AR AR AE S OM A 1 0 2
ARFNCRIEIE, DUE AR NG 4 5 ST0 A S A Al A 5

6. &it

AWFFELL (RSB LA a8 4) (FAEHB)NNZE, BT HEMZ) 11,500 16X B3 SCATEBHE,
M AN T XU 6 BOM SCARTT TR A A3 T, B A N 1 45 9610 5 SR IR 1 N TE GG, 5638
T 25 DETR BOM B VPl A4 RS AL SEAKTE . B FAZ ORI R

1) RMERSFARCRHE SR THARRR, ZB AR 50N 5.96%. TEEUE FAARIL
THMEN B ARER FEA: BT @A RES S E L M5 E 2 A s . XS
M BRI B, B RO AR, RIS T RS - B4R R MBS X R
MAERNGe B b O BORBE 1 LA S8 Ve, AR S 97 A2 NEERIE 5 N H 1) m i Tk e oR
RE T AR D AT R AL 1 b AR R S

2) ERCE I IR AVE R AR Hb SCACT 1Y) Flesch-Kincaid SR M A 14.2, “FHIA)K 26.7 i,
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3) TRIRANHI R A G HRE M BOb 5 T 2R AR, R EHG SR FIR TGS
ML, TAADSEIR S T/ 55 VO IR FE A2 0 5T B it o IX— G AEIZ AR RS UE RPN 138 SCRHILECR “ N
ST ERHESE —” M#CEABS, ST RS ERIR T S miE S R E R A AL S

i EEANTE UL A, A SO EM ORI M 58 42k TE SRR, Prishig 2 AR EANE RSO &
RESL Yy, BUA S BURRIB A

B FAFAEP R o, FERHE T OGH # Bob E B BSOR, RN IARL 23] Bt 253 iAh
HUARE,  AEDLSE R S MO R BEAR TR SR T, BRURER AR, AR ME A
ZIRA . 2 JRIRTE 55 JETEH B0 ELRAIE -

BT R, ARKRBEFT N =T e — Ry EREEE, R . s B SOR S gk
AMRHANG BT, WA B R S MAR R RITRESEA A LRI, SR FER . AR S
SR S IGE B R, R ARNME S W B RHE R RS A HCH SR BIT R SLERT 7T, 3
UEHR 22 AR 5 R A A AR T S5V RE T SBHFRE S8 TR I SE BRI o

BRI, ARTFA KT UEN], 78 55 S5 5 AR TGE I AEEOR 0 B ) ESP AU, 0 7 55 51
M AN RIS . A ANEM R SEIL S RS A . M R 3Rl U
FE AT 5 EARMAE FHRAL, B SCR T SR R SO EM SR I T A S M ROREM GRS N R ELR
BT - BALERTR - B4R =R IR, DosnE B A AR TE F AR BIR LR 5518
B5 [ B b SOB, RS B S R AR MR S AME AA IR R, B IR S 08EH S
CEPR) ZORMRER S .

B30
[ BCP S R B 2 0 O R S R AR MO W PR SRR, i 5 T e
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